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FLORIDA. 

Hon. WILLIAM R. M1m:R1AM, 

lJii'ectoi· of the Census. 
Sm: I havo the honor to transmit herewith, for publi· 

cation in bulletin form, the st11.tistics of agriculture in the 
state of Florida, taken in accorda11ce with the provisions 
of section 7 of the act of March 3, 1899. This section 
requires that-

The schedules relating to agriculture shall comprehend the fol· 
lowing topics: Name of occupant of each farm, color of occupant, 
tenure, acreage, value of farm and improvements, 110rea.ge of dif· 
ferent products, quantity and value of products, and number and 
value of live stock. All questions as to quantity and value of 
crops sha.11 relate to the year ending December thirty-first next 
preceding the 6numeration. 

A "farm," as defined by the Twelfth Census, includes 
all the land, under one management, used for raising crops 
and pasturing live stock, with the wood lots, swamps, 
meadows, etc., connected therewith. It also. includes the 
house in which the farmer resides, and all other buildings 
used by him in connection with his farming operations. 

The farms of Florida, June 1, HlOO, numbered 40,814, 
auc1hadavalueof $40, 799,838. Of this amount$9,976,822, 
or 24. 5 per cent, represents the value of buildings, and 
$30,823,016, or 75.5 per cent, the value of land and im­
provements other than buildings. On the same date the 
value of farm implements and machinery was $1,963,210, 
aml that of live stock was $11,166,016'. 'These values, 
added to that of farms, give $58,929,064, the "total value 
of farm property." 

The products derived from domestic animals, poultry, 
and bees, including animals sold or slaughtered on farms, 
a:re referred to in this bulletin as '' animaJ products .. " 'J.'h~ 
total value of all suoh products, together with the value of all 
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crops, is tcrr.:.crl "totn.1 v::ilnc of form prorlucts." This value 
for 1899 was $1B,30fl,104, of which amount $4,810,524, 
or 26. 3 per cent, represents the value of animal products, 
and $13,498,580, or 73. 7 per cent, the value of crops, in­
cluding forest products cut or produced on farms. The 
tot:Ll -value of farm proclucts for 1899 exceeds that reportecl 
for 1889 by $0, 222, 774, or 51. 5 per cent. A large :e.,i;.rt of 
this apparent increase cloubtless is due to a. more delailed 
enumeration in 1900 than in 181l0. 

The "gross farm income" is obtained by deducting 
from the ''total -value of i'al'm products" the value of the 
products fed to live stock on the farms of the producers. 
In 1899 the reported value of producits fed was $2,118,680, 
leaviug $16,190,474 as the gross farm income fo1· that 
year. The percentage which this amount is of the "total 
value of farm prope1·ty" is referred to in the text of the 
bulletin as the ''percentage of gross income upon invest­
ment." For Flol'ida in 1809 it was 30.0 per cent. As no 
reports of expenditureti for taxes, interest, inauranoe, ·feed 
for stock, and similar items have been obtained by any 
census, no statement of net farm income can be given. 

The statistics presented in this bulletin. will be treated 
in greater detail in the :final report on agricultul!f;i in the 
United States, which will be published about"J'une 1, Hl02. 
The present publication is designed to present a. slllfima-. · 
rized advance statement for Florida. 

Very respectfully, 



AGRICULTURE IN FLORIDA. 
GENERAL STATISTICS. 

Floriaa has a total land surface of 54,240 square miles, 
or 34, 713,600 acres, of which 4,363,891 acres, or 12.6 per 
cent, are included in farms. · · 

The surface of the state is level, nowhere reaching an 
altitude of 500 feet except at a few places along t.he central 
ri•'ge of the peninsula. The lands of the state may, ii;i 
general, be classified as hammock, high-pine, flatwood, 
and swamp. The hammock land is the most _fertile, but 
is found only in small detached areas. The high-pine land 
is favored for horticulture, but requires heavy fertilization 
to insure good crops, while the fiatwoods, as a rule, are 
suitable only for grazing purposes. The swamp land, 
though generally covered with valuable timber, has a very 
fertile, alluvial soil, and, when diked, is especially adapted 
to the production of rice and sugar. 

In the last decade destructive frosts were a severe check 
to the development of agricultllre in Florida, and account 
for the decrease since 1890 in total farm wealth shown in 
the tables. 

NUMBER .A.ND SIZE OF F.AltMS. 

The following table gives, by decades since 1850, the 
number of farms, the total and average acreage, and the 
per cent o.f farm land improved. 

'l'A:BLE 1.-FARMS AND FARM ACREAGE: 1850 TO 1900. 

NUMBER OF AORE!I lN FARMS, 
Per cent 

Y:&AB. Number - of farm 
of farms. Unim- land Im· 

Total. Improved. proved. Average. proved, 

---- --· . -- -·- - --- ----
1900 _______ 

40,814 4, 863, 891 l, 511, 61lS 2, 852, 288 106. 9 84.6 1890 ________ 
84,228 s, 674, 41!6 1, 146, 693 2 028 798 107.( 81.2 JB80 •••• _____ 28,438 3, 297, 324 9i7, 640 2:349:684 i 14~. 7 I 28, 7 1870 ________ 10,241 2,373,541 736, 172 l, 637, 569 ' 231.8 I 81.0 1860 ________ 6,MB 2, 920, 228 654, 218 2,26!1,015 I 444. 6 22.4 18611__ ____ 4,804 1,590,289 349, 049 l, 2,a, 240 I 870, 7 i 21. 9 

-~ "'-------··~--
I -· -

The number of farms in Florida has increased in every 
decade for the last fifty years, ancl so rapidly that in 1900 
there were over nine times as many farms as there were in 
1850 and 19.2 per cent more than there were in 1890. 
Except in the decade 1860 to 1870, the total acreage of 
farm land has also increased, but, on the whole, less 
.rapidly than the number of farms, so that the average size 
of farms has decreased, being in 11)00 less than one-fourth 
as great as in 1860. The area of improved farm land has 
increased in every decade since 1850, even in tha decade 
186.0 to 1870 when the total farm aQreage showed a 
decrease. This increase ha~ been far more rapid in oerta.in 
decad~ than in others, but in all decades except from 
1870 to 1880, i~ has outstripped the increase in unimproved 

land. Consequently the percentage of farm land im­
proved has shown a considerable increase since 1850, 
constituting about one-third of the total farm acreage in 
1900, as compared with about one-fifth in 1850: 

FA.RM PROl'ERTY AND PRODUCTS. 

Table 2 presents a summary of tho principal sta,tistics 
relating to farm property and products for each ceusus 
year, beginning with 1850. 

TABLE 2.-\' ALUES Ol!, SPEOili'IED CLASSES' OF FARM 
PROPEit'l'Y, AND OF FARM PRODUCTS: 1850 '1'0 1900. 

' 
Total v&lue Land, Imple-

' improve- Farm vrod-
YEAR. of farm mcnts and ments and Live stock. uctB.1 property, buildings. 1nn.chinery. 

1900 ·----- $1i3, 929, 06( $40, 799, 838 $1, 968, 210 sn, 1as, orn $18, 309, 104 
1890 -----· 81, 046,200 n, 745, 180 1, 158, 040 7, 142, 980 12, 086, 830 
18~0 ------ 26, 340, 481 20, 291, 835 689, 666 51 858, 980 7,489, 892 
1870• ----- 15, 666, 161 9, 947, 920 505, 074 5,212, 157 •s, sou, 746 
l BW ------ 22, 889, 752 U,485, 7'rl 900, 669 5, 553, 356 ________ .. ___ .. 
18b0 ----- 9,861,962 6,828,109 658, 795 2,880,058 -------------

' For year preceding that designated. 
2 Values for 1870 were reported In depreciated currency. To reduce to specle 

bBBie of otber figures, they must be d!mli:ished one-fifth. 
•Includes betterments and additions to live stock. 

The most significant features of the change in agricul­
tural conditions i·efl.ected in the above table are the rapid 
development in the decade from 1850 to 1860; the disas­
trous effects of the Civil War, from which the state did 
not recover entirely until the decade 1880 to 1890; the 
remarkable progress showu for the decade 1880 to 18\JO; 
and the marked decrease in the value of land, improve­
ments, and buildings in the last clecade. 

This "decrease in the total value of farm property in the 
last decade is due entirely to a depreciation in the vallle of 
land, improvements, and buildings, resulting from the 
effects of the destructive frosts of 1894-95 upon the 
fruit-growing industry of the state. All other classes of 
farm property show a considerable increase in value. In 
the case of live stock the iricrease, 56.8 per cent, is simply 
another result of the .causes just mentioned. .Abandoned 
frllit lands were utilized for grazing purposes, with a con­
sequent development of cattle raising, that contribut'ed 
towards o~setting the losses in fruit procluction. .A part 
of the increase of 69. 5 per cent in the value of implements 
ail.cl machinery, and of 5 l. 5 per cent in the value of prod­
ucts, is doubtless due to a more detailed ennmer1J.tion in 
1900 than in previo~s census years. 

COUNTY STATIST!OS .• 

Table S gives an exhibit of general agticultura:l ,statistics 
by counties. · 

(2) 
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TABLil 3.-NUMDER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS; AND VALUES OF SPECIFIED OLASSES OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 
1, 1900, WITH VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1899 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, .AND EXPENDITURES IN 1899 l~OR LABOR 
AND FERTILIZERS, BY COUNTIES. 

I 
I 

NUl!BER OFF ARMS. ACRE~ IN FARMS. VAI,U&.'l OF FARM PROPERTY. ' EXPENDITURES. 

Value of 
00t7NTIJl.S. 

Land and products not 
With improve- Im pie- 1ed to live Fed!-Total. build- Total. Improved. ments (ex- Buildings. ments and Live •tock. stock. L!l.bor. lzors. in gs. cef:t build- machinery. ngs). 

I ---·----· I . I --
The State------------- 40, 814 39,265 4, 868, 891 ; 1, 511, 653 ~30, 823, 016 $0, 976, E22 ~l. 963, 210 Sll, 166, 016 i-!!· mo, 474 I $1, 468,290 8753, 120 

= --- ·- -----
Alachua--------------------- 21 953 2, 7fi5 278, 675 101, 594 1,605, 180 fi.13, 810 154, 000 637, 574 1, 356, 890 88,210 51, 040 

~ff ff!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
896 395 36,~00 ia, 886 214,420 83, 860 rn, 500 llfl, 47.f 230, 213 20,870 161 900 

1,291 1 2~5 ' 116,835 39, 773 624, 830 229, 230 41, 890 27·1, 375 50l, 295 24,lliO 2i,OW 
615 '572 as, :is 7,210 l, 649, 170 483,611-0 26,•HO 160, 626 207, 942 69, 000 SS, :l>O 
815 312 49, 901 19,5e6 133, 500 . 82, 480 20, 080 110, 224 143, 098 4,380 3, 540 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~: 
302 296 29,078 7,3J6 367, 210 I 180, 160 ' 17. 570 105, ?70 187, 581 8,460 970 
39J 392 18, 075 7,173 lh9, 870 100, 380 ' 17, 080 139, 460 162, 921 4, 390 2, 280 

1, 596 1,MS 205,557 94,037 783, 370 316, 930 58, 5~0 3.12, 817 663, 861 06, 750 1e, 1eo 
398 3-11 39, 231 4,7W 915,570 17~ 080 2?; 5~0 2~. 1~8 801, SLO n,010 Ba, soo 
653 636 59, 576 10,283 2, 048, 680 2rn; 010 85, 440 791,481i 475, 664 18, 060 23, 070 

(~~~~~~~~~lli~~~~~~~~~~ 
771 761 66. 795 9, 609 1, 051, 830 82'1, 130 39, 260 22G, 658 825, 789 ~9, 010 9, 040 
468 4(·7 48; 466 7, 977 261, 350 204, 960 28, 030 ms, 796 18l, 1'10 10, 080 12, 880 
45 45 12, 389 2,5S5 17, 010 12,140 2,4·10 s;,2a4 15, 496 8nG 190 

l,53il 1, 526 212, 022 79, 135 1, 120, 710 43·1, 910 250, 090 238, 145 7.fV, 868 47,6..0 41, 770 
1,085 1,022 182, 781 74,020 672, 560 197, 840 50, 700 25~, 170 li28, 822 40,680 21, 190 

Hernando ----------------- 363 3E.S 2&, 453 8,010 156, 540 94, 410 18, 070 98, 6l0 101, 689 5, 8GO 500 
lI!llsboro ------------------= 1,4•19 1,411 103, 561 22, 346 2, 590, 070 58&, 970 75, 450 SM, 743 667, 678 52, 9CO 50, 840 

~&~~g;:::::::============ 
875 8B4 120. 291 29,414 214, 050 117, 280 21,670 158, 837 226, e3o 5, 630 10, 130 

3,002 8,oe.s 32;, 269 144,871 846, 319 437, 851 122, 400 497, 872 9fi3, 984 67, suo 47, 090 
2,258 2,217 17'1, 1.42 101, 570 712, 185 209, •195 65, 580 2UO, 367 752, 723 42, 110 8, 830 

Lafayette------------------- 580 575 92, OSl 25,594 222, 010 94,l:JO 22, 380 288, 963 216, 761 7, 940 690 

t~~~===========::::::::===== 848 816 88, 099 22, 171 1, 181, 410 400, 610 45, 840 17D, 259 227, 451 59, 110 1'1,550 
238 224 2-l,021 11~: ~~6 799, 630 116, 560 2.~. 930 193, 859 230, 130 54, 140 17, 100 

t~~~ ======================== 
2,428 2,400 20i, 80i 1, 102, 067 8ii2, 118 92, 840 371, 634 n5, 435 58,GW 2, 140 

795 I 776 90,4&7 28,534 ' 278,S:lO 124, sso 23, 670 287, 577 2ll5, 621 ~o. 010 i!20 
' 

~1~Jfiln·==::::::::::::::=:::= 170 ' 170 50, 227 10,098 58,510 38,870 8,810 on, 21s 70,1~ 4,860 2,020 
2, 100 2,055 226, 942 119,885 857, 91!5 258,598 80, 260 842, 018 794, OllS 72,290 81, 370 

Manatee-------------------- 21~ 195 20, 346 4,252 1, 466,'140 134, 420 17, 340 no, su 260, 611$ 37,560 30,380 
Marlor. ---------------------- 2,520' 2,247 201, 472 72, 755 1, 216, 630 70,, 230 112, 030 519, 851 947, 73g 126, 610 31, 500 
Monroe---------------------- 118 118 12, 266 2,129 181, 950 43, 360 2,530 9, 784 246, 343 19, 530 350 
]\B.l!Sa.U •• _____________________ 

361. 353, 85, 815 i,100 128, 700 74, 370 11,630 113, !i61 12.1, 58d 5 710 2,450 

g~~!'o~~-==================== 1,218 ' 1,050 85, 509 20, 790 2, 108,880 650,570 71,580 :\62, 008 855,891 I 100:480 ~o, 2r;o 
354 247 55, 126 5,251 423, 120 66, 180 11, 030 783, GSO 229, 063 4, 980 2, 710 

Pasco----------------------- 587 572 45, 271 13, 669 403, 700 181, 420 80,540 2H, 751 2157, 695 - 27, 430 8 03·J 
Polk ------------------------ 829 806 7.5, 184 17,836 1, om, oso 252, 300 40, 890 452, 676 2~2,2S2 20,400 25: 00~ 
Putnam ______________________ 

799 773 69, ~34 14, 46B 437, 800 260, 910 sr., 880 203, 101 228,296 19, 300 6, 75{) St. John ______________________ 
238 229 20, 869 B, 737 187, 970 84, 570 rn, 4BO 105, 390 JOO, 122 12, 470 J,880 Santa Rosa ___________________ 343 841 51, 957 9, il85 152, 630 113,840 17, 230 154, 977 138, 861 5, 100 7,llM 

Sumter __ -------------------- 74-1 712 81, 294 20, 525 504, 350 152,120 48, 390 251, 855 239, 748 29, 860 17, 690 
Suwanee--------------------- 1,679 1,656 220, 779 102,886 593, 990 236, 080 62, 880 S20,.S02 610,0H 84, 180 16, 2()) 

~~}~fa-=======::::::::::=::: 538 528 83, 286 21,913 188,560 63, 710 13, 900 158, 568 188, 267 6, 510 8,580 
430 421 46, 75g 10, 741 619, 790 816, 640 32,311() 220, 668 178, 869 ~9, 100 9, !&90 

Wakulla.--------------------- 875 873 72,935 22, 710 105, 490 54,890 16, 1)20 lO'J, 668 112,723 4 420 820 Walton _______________________ 
649 641 95, 839 18,502 256, 210 lH,430 22, 120 180, Q46 

I 
20D, 004 a: 670 8,660 Washington __________________ 

8G8 755 93, SIB 29,840 229, 590 109,520 28, 330 181, 913 208, 7&7 S,li70 8, 74.0 

The number of farms in the state, June 1, 1900, was 
6,586 greater than in 1890, the largest relative gains 
being shown for Monroe, Osceola, Liberty, Lee, and 
De Soto counties, where the rates of i11crease were 1,211.1 
per cent, 859.7 per cent, 314.6 per cent, 296.7 per cent, 
and 295. 8 per cent, respectively. 'fhe percentages of 
decrease for the counties which report fewer Jarms than in 
1890 are as follows: Volusia, 61.8; St. John, 58.S; 

Orange, 42. 0; Lake, 37. 7; Pasco, 81. S; Sumter, SO. O; 
Putnam, 28. 7; Santa Rosa, 12. 9; and Polk, 11.5. All 
of these counties, except Santa Rosa and five others in the 
central part of the state, show decreases in total farm 
acreage. The counties showing increases.of over 100 per 
cent are : Monroe, Osceola, Calhoun, Franklin, Walton, 
Liberty, Taylor, De Soto, Lee, and Brevard.. Liberty, 
Dade, Calhoun, Monroe, and Franklin. counties. report 
improved acreages in 1900 from fou.r to twelve times: .as 
great as they h!lid in 1890. 

central counties. Decreases in the value of land and 
buildings are shown in all counties of the northern half of 
the peninsula, the losses being greatest in those counties 
which suffered most severely from the frosts of 1894, 1895, 
and 1899. 

All counties except Lafayette, Lake, Levy, Orange, Put. 
na.m, and Volusia reported a greater value for implements 
and machinery in 1900 than in 1890. In 1900 the aver­
age value per farm was $48.10, and in 1890 it was $38.88. 
The highest average value was reported by Gadsden coun­
ty, :eIB2.50, and' the lowest by :Monroe county, $21.44. 

The total value of live stock has increased 56. 8 :per 
cent, Manatee, Santa Rosa, St.· John, an(! V olusta being 
the only counties in which decreases are repo1·ted. '!'he 
largest ga.ins are shown for Osceola, De Soto, and :Alac-hWii:: 
counties. 

The average e:xpenaiture per :farm for 'labor, in~1ttdi~g, 
value 0f board furnished; variecf fl'o.:m $10 ili· w:a;1:t~J) , 

. c1>unty,. to $2!217 in Lee conn:ty,' Mid ·.for the ·atirte: tt '~lll~; · 
$'3 B. For £e:rtilt~ets, .. t:he·. 1a'.\f:eraige e~p:endit!li.J'~ 'ifte.ti fil~lti 

The' value of .farms increased i1l. the· southern: ·and w.est­
ern par.ts of the state, ibut decr~sed in most· .of the 



was $18 in 1899, and $25 in 1889. 

an average of only $0. 78 per farm. 
$143, was for Manatee county. 

Levy county expended 
The highest average, 

INCREASE IN TIIE ~UMBER OF FARMERS IN FLORIDA. 

In this bulletin those individuals who, as owners, 
salaried managers, or tenants, operate farms with or with­
out the assistance of members of their household or of 
hired la.borers, are designated as "farmers." All those 
working on farms for wages are spoken of as "farm 

· laborers." The number of farmers at any given time cor­
responds closely to the number of farms. 

For every ten years, excepting from 1850 to 1860, and 
from 1890 to 1900, in which latter decade the agricultural 
development was tempora1·ily checked by the frosts which 
so seriously damaged the orchards of the state, the rate of 
gain in the number of farms, and consequently in the 
number of farmers, has exceeded that in population. 
Taking the period since 1850 as a whole, the })opulation 
of Florida has increased from 87,445 to 528,542, or a 
little more than sixfold, while the number of farms has 
advanced from 4,304 to 40,814, an increase of almost ten­
fold. 

These facts, and those contained in Tables 4, 4a, and 5, 
which follow, to be seen in their true relation to the social 
and economic conditions and changes on Florida farms, 
must be studied in connection with the occupation tables 
of the censuses. Those tables are available for 1880 and 
1890, but not as yet for 1900. In 1880 the total number 
of males engaged in agriculture was 47,465, while in 1890 
it was 53,558. In 1880, 22,279 of the total number were 
farm laborers, working for wages, and 1, 7 48 worked for 
wages at special occupations, such as gardening, fruit 
growing, etc. In 1890 the number of farm laborers was 
but 16, 783, and the number working at special occupa­
tions, 2, 547. 

These figures show that in 1880 there were on each 
1, 000 farms in Florida 2, 025 males employed in some 
capacity. Of this number approximately 691 operated 
farms as owners and 309 as tenants, while 1,025 worked 
for wages. 1'en years later, for each 1,000 farms, 11565 
males were employed, of whom 764 operated farms as 
owners and 236 as tenants, while 565 worked for wages. 

4 

As showing the relative changes in these three classes 
of farming population, the followirig comparative state­
ment is presented: For every 1,000 males engaged in 
agriculture in 1880 there were approximately 341 who 
operated farms as owners; 153, as tenants; and 506 who 
worked for wages. In 1890 there were 488 owners, 151 
tenants, and 361 wage laborers. It is seen that farm 
owners and wage laborers practically changed places in 
relative importance between the two census periods, while 
the tenant class remained abont stationary as compared 
with the total farming population. As the Eleventh 
Census, however, in its statistics of farms and homes 
reported more farm-t(:)nant families tha.n the agricultural 
division of that census reported tenant-operated farms, it 
is possible that more exact figures would show a slight. 

increase in the relative number of t.enants compared 
with the total number of males engaged in agriculture in 
the decade from 1880 to 1890, instead of the decrease 
given above. 

During the decade under consideration the number of 
males engaged in agriculture increased 12. 8 per cent. It 
may safely be assumed that the total agricultural popula­
tion increased in about the same proportion. The number 
of farm owners in the meantime increased 61. 4 per cent, 
the number of tenants 11. 7 per cent, while the number of 
farm laborers decreased 24. 7 per cent. 

The changes that took place in the relative numbers of 
these three classes indicate a distinct elevation in the gen­
eral social and economic level of the total farming popula­
tion. Whether caused by the rise of the farm wage 
laborer to farm ownership, as appears probable from tho 
figures reviewed, or by additions to the classes of owners 
and tenants from other occupations, or through immigra­
tion, this elevation is a beneficent ehange in all its aspects. 

The occupation tables for l 90(J are not yet prepared, 
bnt if the changes in rural population are reliable indices 
of the changes in the farming population proper, the move­
ments in the decade from 1880 to 1890 were continued 
with but slight modifications in the last decade; and the 
average status of the people toiling on Florida farms has 
been raised even more than is shown by the foregoing com­
parisons for the preceding decade. 

FARM TENURE. 

In connection with the changes noted above, attention is 
called to the specific changes in farm tenure shown in 
':l'ables 4, 4a, and 5. Table 4' gives a comparative exhibit 
of the number of farms operated by owners, cash tenants, 
and share tenants, for 1880, 1890, and 1900. 'l'able 4a 
presents, for the two decades covered by Table 4, the per 
cent of increase in rural population, in the total number 
of farms, and in the number of farms of specified tenures. 
In Table 5 the tenure of farms for 1900 is given by race of 
farmer, and the farms operated by owners are subdivided 
into groups designated as farms operated by "owners," 
''part owners," ''owners and tenants," and ''managers." 
These groups comprise respectively: (1) Farms operated 
by individuals who own all the land they cultivate; (2) 
farms operated by individuals who own a part of the land 
and rent the remainder from others; (3) farms operated 
under the joint direction and by the united labor of two 
or more individuals, one owning the farm 01· a part of it, 
and the other, or others, owning no part, but receiving for 
supervision or labo.r a share of the products; and (4) farms 
operated by individuals who receive for their supervision 
and other services a fixed salary from the owners. 

1'he farms operated by tenants are divided into groups 
designated as farms operated by "cash tenants" and 
''share tenants." These groups comprise, respectively: 
(1) Farms operated by individuails who pay a cash rental 
or a stated amount of labor or farm produce; (2) farms 
operated by individuals who pa.y as rental a. share of the 
pro.ducts. 



'.1'.1BLE 4.-NUMBER AND P"Bm CENT OF FARMS OF SPECI­
FIED TENURES : 1880 TO l!lOO. 

l'ER CENT OF FARMS OPEltA• 

Total TED llY- j A.TED BY-

YEAR. number 

I NUMBER OF FARMS Ol'ERA· I 

of farms. i Cnsh Share , 
Owners.' lte~~~l>!. Share : Ownors,l. 

i tenants. tenants.' tenar.ts. 
--------- ---------

1900 --------- 10,814 I 29, 904 71 889 2, 981 73, 5 19.8 7.2 
1890 --------- 34, 228 26, 140 3, 936 4, 151 7G.4 ll.5 12.1 
1880 --------- 23, 138 16, ms 3, 548 a, n92 69. l 15. l 15. 8 

1 Inc1uc'ling "part owners," 1
• owners n.nd tcnauts, 11 e.nd 11 managers, 11 

TAnr,1~ 4a.-PER CENT· 01<' INORTi;ASE IN RURAL POPU­
J,ATION. IN THfD 'rOT'Ar, NUMBER 01<' l<'Airn:s, AND IN 
'l'HE NUMBER OF FAR:.'IIS OF SPECIFIED TE?;"URES, 
FOR THE DECADES, 1880 TO 18()0 A:ND 1890 'l'O moo, AND 
I<'OR THE '1'\YEN'l'Y-YEAR PElUOD, 1880 TO 1000. 

-
PEI\ CEN'r OF INOREASE IN-

PltmoDB. I 
Number of fo.rr:is opemtecl by-

Rural ~·otnl 
popu- 1n11uber I Jat1011. :of forms. All I All CnAh Share 

owners. tc111int-..;;. tcrn:mt•. tcn1tnts. 

--- ------------
1800-1900 ----------- 29.8 19.2 14. 7 39. 8 lC0,4 '29.4 
188()-)890 ----------- 34.1 ·16.0 61. 4 11. 7 10.9 12.5 
1880-1900 - --------- 74.0 74. l 85.2 49. 4 :22,4 '20.6 

1 Decrease. 

TAm,n, 5.-NUJ\'l:nER AND J>ER CENT OF FARMS OF 
SPEOIFIED TENURES, JUNJ.!} 1, 1900, OLASSIFIED BY 
RACE OF !<'ARMER. 

PART 1.-NUl\IBER 01' FARMS 01" SPECIFIED TENURES. 

I Total II Part Owners Man- Cash Share RACE. number ·1 Owners. owners. nnd agers. lenanls. tenant.•. of farms.I tenants. 

The State __ 40, SH [ 2G, 428 21 281 280 

----;,-;;~ l- 2J. 816 I 1, 430 I 186 White ---------
Colored 1 ------ 13, 526 I 5, 607 851 94 

' 

1,0tO 7,889 

== 
9171 2,392 
98 I 6,497. 

2, 93 

1, 54 
1, 38 

7 
i 

P.ART 2.-PER CENT 01? l•'ARMS 01'' SPECIFIED TENURES. 

The State __ lC().O ' 64. 7 5. 6 0.7 ' 2.5 19.S I 7.2 
-- I 76.S 5.2 

=i= ·= 
White --------- lC-0. 0 o. 71 3. s 8.81 5.7 
Colored ' ----- 100.0 41.5 6.3 0.7 o. 7 40.6 10.2 

'Including 5 Indians. 

Of the fa1·ms of the state, 66. 9 per cent a1·e operated by 
white farmers and 33. 1 per cent by colored farmers. Of 
the white farmers, 82. 2 per cent own a part or all of the 
farms they operate, and 1 '7. B per cent operate farms owned 
liy others. For colored farmers, the corresponding per­
centages are 48.5 and 51.5. 

The relative number of farms rented for cash or for a 
share of the products is determined largely by local con­
ditions. In counties where diversified farming or stock 
raising prevails, and where most of the farmers are white, 
share tenants outnumber cash tenants, but in the leading 
cotton-growing counties, where colored farmers are the 
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more numerous, the greater number of tenants pay a cash 
rental. In these latter counties, however, it is difficult to 
draw the distinguishing line very closely between the two 
forms of tenancy, since the contract is commonly of such 
a character a.s to make the lessee in part a share tenant, 
and in part a cash tenant. In Florida, as in other southern 
states, the greater number of these cases of indeterminate 
tenure were reported as share tenants. 

No previous census has reported the number of farms 
operated by "part owners," "owners and tenants," or 
''managers," but it is believed that the number of farms 
conducted by the last-named class is constantly increasing. 

PROGRESS 01•' COLORED FARMERS. 

In 1850 the number of colored farmers in Florida was 
practically a negligible quantity. In 1900 it was 18,526, 

indicating the rise of substantially that number from the 
status of slaves or wage laborers to that of farmers. 

'l'he Eleventh Census, in its report on "Farms and 
Homes," gives valuable statistics relating to the number 
of colored farmers owning ancl renting farms, the only 
statistics of the kind which can be used, in connection 
with 'l'able 5, to throw light upon the changes in the last 
decade in the average status of negro farmers. Those sta­
tistics are not, however, strictly comparable with the statis­
tics of farm tenure collected by the division of agriculture. 
After making due allowance for variations, a careful com­
parison indicates that in the last decade the number of 
colored owners and tenants increased fastel' than the total 
negro farming population. The average statul:l of the 
colored farming population of Florida has been materially 
advanced since emancipation, and the statistics at present 
available indicate more i·apid progress since 1890 than in 
any preceding decade. 

FA.RMS CLASSIFIED BY RACE OF FARMER it.ND BY TENURE. 

Tables 6 and '7 present the principal sta.tistics for farms 
classified by race of farmer and by tenure. 

TABLE 6.-NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS, AND 
VALUE 01~ FARM PROPERTY, JUNJ!: 1, 1900, CLASSI­
FIED BY RACE OF FARMER AND BY TENURE, WITH 
Pl!:RCENTAGES. 

i 

I 
NUllBER 01!" AORES· IN 

Num-
FARMS. 

ltAOE OF FARMER, ber of 
AND TENURE. fo.rme. 

.Average. Total • Per 
' cent. 

The State _____ '10,814 106.9 4, 363,891 100.0 
---

White fe.rmers _____ 27,288 133.6 8, 646,691 88.6 
Colored fa.rmers 1 ___ 13,526 53.0 717,200 16.4 

---Owners _____________ 26,423 121.8 s, 217, 923 78. 7 Part owners ________ 2, 281 116.4 265,5tl9 6.1 
Owners and tenants_ 280 112.4 Sl,458 0.7 Managers ___________ ·1,010 206.6 208,680 4.8 
Cash tenants ------- 7,889 llli.7 439,042 10.1 
Share tenants ·----- 2,931 68.7 201,219 4.6 

'Inaludlng 5 rndin.ns. 

VALUE OB' PARM 
PROPERTY. 

Total. 

853, 929, 064 
-----

47,457,291 
6,471, 778 

SS,187,()()() 
2,6\ll,117 

889, 161 
5, 926, 081 
4,775, 118 
1,980,697 

Per 
cent. 

100. 

88. 
12. 

70. 
6. 

0 

0 
0 

o •. 
7 
2 
6 
0 
9 
6 

l,l. 

»:' 



TAnLE 7.-AVERAGE VALUES Ol!"' SPECIFIED CLASSES OF 
FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGE GROSS INCOME PER 
FARM, WITH PER GENT OF GROSS INCOME ON TOTAL 
INVESTMENT IN FARM PROPERTY, CLASSIFIED BY 
RAOE OF FARMER AND BY TENURE. 

R.!.ClJ 0~' F.!.RMER, 
AND TENtnrn. 

.l.YERAG:& YA.LUES PER FA.RM or-

]'atm pto}lert-y, June 1, lllOO. 

Land 
and Im­
prove­
men IE 
(exccp~ 
bulld­
lngs). 

Build· 
ings. 

Imple-
ments Live 

and ma- s:oak. 
cl1lnery. 

Per cent 
of gross 

Gross 1ncome 
Income on tote.! 

(products inVCl!!-
ol 1899 ment m 
not Jed farm 
to Jive property. 
stock). 

~~~~~~~1~~--~-1~~--i~-~----l~~-

The State-------- Si55 8244 848 $274 : 3397 80, 0 
=--====1---1= 

White l1nmers______ 994 B24 61 860 I 476 I 27. 4 
Colored farmers'------ 278 84 22 99 i 236 49, 8 

Ownel'l!---------------- 782 270 49 342 1---wl BO. 5 
Part ownen __________ 783 242 49 2131 418 83. 8 
Ownel'l! and teno.nts... 699 261 41 210 412 84. 0 
Managers______________ 4, 199 1, 129 271 268 B37 10. 9 
0118h tenant/! ---------- 371 95 26 113 256 42, B 
Bhan tenants--------- $?.1 111 22 139 ! 2!13 42.11 

1 Including 5 Indian•. 

Approximately one-third of the farms of the state, 
oomprising about one-sixth of the total farm acreage, are 
operated by colo1·cd farmers. The value of their farm 
property, however, constitutes less than one-eighth of the 
value of all farm property in the state. This is, of oourse, 
due in part to the fact that the holdings of colored farmers 
are small, the average size of their farms being but 53.0 
anres as compared with 133.6 acres for white farmers. The 
average value per acre of their farm property, June 1, 

11}00, was but $9, while for white farmers it was $13. 
The average values per farm of their land, buildings, im­
plements and machinery, and live stock, also, are rela­
tively low. On the other hand, it appears from Table 7 
that they obtained in 1899 a higher per cent of gross 
income on their inv11atment in farm property than did 
white farmers. 

This apparent anomaly is traceable, in general, to certain 
distinguishing raoial characteristics, and, in particular, to 
the peculiar,ities of the contmct system under which nearly 
all colored tenants lease their lands. The first point relates 
to the recognized tendency on the part of the more pro­
gressive white farmer to constantly improve his property, 
especially his buildings and fences, thus adding to its 
market value, although not materially increasing its pro· 
ducing capacity per acre. The colored farmer, on 1ihe 
other hand, adds comparatively little to his :fixed capital 
in the way of improvements and his income per acre nattr­
rally represents a higher percentage of tbe capital invested 
than in the. case of the white farmer. In addition, under 
the prevailing contract system, the white landlord oom· 

__ monly own• the greater portion of the working animals 
and most of- the implements and machinery used< oy his 
colored tenants. These being kept fol: the mtJBI> ;part on 
the form where .the landlord resides, were reported llo$ part 
of hie property, while the produotl! o btait1ed through th.eit 
use were reported;_un:der the na:n:i:es '.of the tenants. 
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The farms conducted hy cash ~nants _have the sm.allest 
' •• ' ' I 

' average area, 65. 7 acres, and those under managers, the 
largest, 206.6 acres. Farms of managers have the highest 
average value, but on account of the high valuation of 
their land and buildings and the fact that not all of these 
farms are cultivated primarily fo1· profit, the percentage of 
income on investment is lower t.ban for any other group . 

Of the 5 Indian farmers, 1 was an owner,. 2 were mana­
gers, and 2 were tenants. The value of their property 
was $5,286, and of their products, $1,329. 

Of the 278 farms, each containing 1,000 acres or ove~, 
200 are operated by owners, 38 by managers, 16 by part 
owners, 15 by cash tenants, 8 by share tenants, and l by 
an owner and tenant. 

FARMS CLA.SSIFIED BY AREA. 

Tablel!I 8 and 9 present the principal statistics for farms 
classified by area. 

T . .rnr,E 8.-NUMBER AND AOREAGE OF FARMS, AND 
VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSI­
FIED BY AREA, WITH PERCENTAGES. 

i 
I VALUE 01!' FA!tl\! NUMBER OP AORF.8 IN 

Num· I FARMS. 
! 

!'ROPERTY. 

A.Rll.I.. berof 
farms. Per Per Average. Total. cent. Total. cent. 

-------- -
The State _____ 40,814 106.9 4, 868, 891 100.0: 853, 929, 064 100.0 

= i -~= 

Under s acres ------ 584 1.6 908 (I) 809, 310 1. 5 
S to 9 acre., --------- 2,292 6.0 18, 783 0.3 1, 717,062 3.2 
10 to 19 acres ------- S,488 13.2 46,008 1. l 2, 846, 919 5.S 
20 to 49 acrel\ ------- 18, 646 84.2 467, 062 10.7 10, 116, 941 18.8 
50 to 99 acres ------- 7,874 78.9 581, 503 lS.S 9, 030, 653 16. 7 
lOJ to 174 acres ----- 7, 940 141.2 1, 120, 791 25. 7 11, l78, 228 20. 7 
175 to 259 acres ----- 2,259 209.8 472, 792 10. 8 4,8M,002 9.0 
260 to 499 acres ----- 1,84'4 338.7 624,55-l 14. .. 8 6,370,337 11 .. 8 
500 to ~99 o.cres ----- 609 669.4 407, 684 9.4 3, 247, 954 6. 0 
1,000 acres and over. 278 2, 261. 9 G28, 806 14.4 8, 756, 658 7.0 

-
_ 1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

T.!llLE 9.-A VERAGE VAiiUES OF SPECIFIED CLASSES 
OF FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGE GROSS INCOME 
PER FARM, WITH PER CENT 01~ GROSS INOOME ON 
TO'l'AL INVESTMENT IN FARM PROPERTY, CLASSI­
FIED BY AREA. 

... , 
I 

I 
AYER.AGE YA.LUES PER FARM'. Oii'-

' 
: Farm property, June 1, 1900. Per cent 

i of gTOSfi 

Gross income 
A.llltA. Land income '! ontota\ 

(products lnveat-
and lm- Imple- of 1899 ment in 
prove· Bulld- men ts Live notied farm 
men ts ings. nnd ma- stock. to live , property. 
(exc~t ch!nery. stock). I bull -
lugs). I 

----- ------
The State ________ &756 8244 $48 $274 3$97 SO.Cl 

------ = ··-· = 
Under 3 acres -------- 828 289 18 801 887 27.9 S to 9 acres _______ ..:., ___ 420 218 2S 88 194 25,9 
10 to 19 acrei! --------- 469 208 28 116 226 27.5 
20 to 49 acres -------- 409 144 27 161 274 81. 0 
60 to 99 acres·-----"- 646 207 40 255 879 ss.o 
100 to 174 acres --·----- 812 245 47 801 4fi0 82.7 
175 to 259 acres ----·-- 1,188 893 71 498 688 29. 7 
260 to 499 acres _______ 2,194 536 106 619 814 2M 
600 to 999 .acres -------- 8,181 887 198 -1,117 1,135 21.S 
1,000 acres and over·-- 8_,235 2,484 975 l,869 2,714 19 .. 3 

- ' 

The greatest number of farms are in the group contain­
ing from 2() to 49 acres eaoh, but the farms containing' 
fro:Jll 100 to 17 4 acres each comprise the lai:gest percentag.e 
0£. the- total acreage. 



The relatively high valuea of ln.nd ancl huilclings for the 
first three groups are due to the fact that thev include 
most of the city dairies and flo1·ists' establishments ~nd many 
fruit farms under highly intensive oultivation. rrhe high 
average value of live stock on farms of the -first group is 
due to the fact tl1at among them are some forms the 
operators of which use large ranges on the public domain, 
but actually own or rent less than 3 acres of land. 

The average gross incomes per acre for the various 
groups are as follows: Farms under 3 acres, $2,18. 7 4; 3 to 
9 acres, $32.29; 10 to 19 acres, :(117.02; 20 to 49 acrcs, 
$8.0l; 50to99acres,$5.13; 100tol74acrcs,~3.26; 175 
to 259 acres, $3.05; 260 to 499 acres, $2.40; 500 to \)'JI) 

acres, $1. 70; 1,000 acres and over, $1.16. In considering 
the high gross income per acre for farms of less thn,n 3 
acres, it shou]d be borne in minil that the incomes of 
florists' establishments, nurseries, and city dairies, of which 
this group is largely composed, are determined not so much 
by the acrGage of land used as by the amount of capital 
invested in buildings, implementfl, and live stock, and by 
the amounts expended for labor and fertilizers. 

FARMS OLASSIFIED BY l'RINOIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME. 

In 'l'ables 10 and 11 the farms are classified by principal 
so:.irce of income. If the value of the hay and grain 
ra1se~ on any farm exceeds that of any other crop and 
constitutes at least 40 per cent of the total value of prod­
ucts not fed to live stock, the ia1·m is ofassif:ied as a "hay 
and grain" farm. If vegeta.bles are the leading crop, 0011-
stituting 4:0 per cent of the value of the productB, it is a 
"vegetab\e" farm. The farms of the other groups are classi­
fied in accordance with the same general princiule. "Mis­
cellaneous" farms are those whose operatorfl d~ not derive 
4.0 per cent of their income from any one class of farru 
products. Farms with no income in 1891-l are classified 
according to the agricultural ope,rations upon other farms 
in the same locality. 

TABLE 10.-NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF !PARMS AND 
YALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, .JUNE 1, HJOO, CI,ASSI­
FJED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, WITH 
PERCENTAGES. 

========""==='F"====rr==="=================~ .. ·==-======· 

Num-

:m!MBER 01' ACRES IN 
FARMS, 

VALUE OF FAUM 
PROP.l!lltTY, 

P:RINOIP AL SOURCE 
011 INOO:IU:. 

ber of 11---------1-----~·--
flld"1Il8. 

A ver!lge. Total. Per 
cen~. 

Total. Per 
cent. 

------11--- ----1---~1'-~ ------
The State_____ ~o. 814 106, 9 4, 863, 891 rno. o 

Ha.y and gm.in ____ _ 
Veg~tables -------
Frmts ------------Live stock ________ _ 
Dli fry produce _____ _ 
To bu coo-----------Cotton _________ ... _ 
RIM--------------­
Sugar--------------
Flowers and plants. 
!Nursery produ~ts---' 
Miacell1meoua, ____ \ 

1,722 
4,618 
2, 760 
5,150 
1,853 

171 
9,191 

66 
66 
15 
80 

15, 178 

lll.l 
79.1 
85. 2 

lSl. 9 
9S. 8 

261. s 
9l. 3 

147. 9 
89.5 
12.1 
7a. 9 

119.1 

191, 256 
865, 117 
285, 120 
679, ~28 
183, 046 

44, 680 
889,20,) ( 

g, 615 
5, 900 

1821 2,307 
1, 808,084 

4.4 
S.4 
5.4 

15. 6 
4.2 
l. D 

19, 2 
1),2 
O.J 
(') 
0.1 \ 41. 4 

1 Le2s tbnn one-tenth of 1 per cent. 

US, 921l, 004 100. o 

1,550, 260 
6, 589, 684 

ll, 603, 696 
9, 013, 889 
2, 889, 560 
1, 001, 300 
b,758,9M 

68, 986 
100, 766 
65, 362 

246. 020 
16, 142,545 

2.9 
12.2 
2L8 
16.7 
5,4 
1.8 

JO. 7 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
O.!i 

28.l 

7 

TAELI!l 11.-A VE.RAGE VALUES OF SPECIT<'TF~D CI1ASSJC8 
OF FARM PROPEH.TY, AND A vmRAGlU GROSS INCOME 
PER FARM, WITH PJiJR CENT OF GROSS INCOME ON 
TO'l1AL INVESTMENT IN FAR:.'11 PROPEH!fY, OLAS8I­
FIED BY PRINCIPAL SOVROE 011' INODJrIE. 

A'l'EitAOE VAT,UI:S PEll Ii'An~! OF-

))'11.rm property, June 1, moo. I 
l----r------...,

1

--- 1 Oro~s 
PRUiOIPlANLOBOUROll 011 i.ancl i inc•OlllP. ' 

o Me. ( prorhwt." 
nnd lm- Imple of 1~9U : 
1;,;~ri~ :Build· menu; Lh·e nrit fed 
(except lugs, 1m<l mii· 1 stock. l6 Jl vu 
build· ch!nery. . atock). 
ings). : 

Per (:out 
or grn:;.: .. 
illl'0\1:1• 
on totul 
lll\l(\~l­
rnPtlt In 

forru 
vropcny 

--------l---~---1----·--- ----· ---·· 
The Stat~------ ~55 $2,H SIS I $2i'l 53g7 80, 0 

Hfl.Y and grain -------­
Vegctll.blcs --------
Fruits ---------------
Liye stock----------= 
Dniry produce _____ _ 
To lJacco ---------------Cotton _______________ _ 

Rlce-------------------
Sug1ir ______ ----------·-
Flowers and plants ___ _ 
Nur~err,; pro<lncw _____ _ 
M!acc aueoue • ______ _ 

l====l====I===,~= ·· ----··-= -· -·· 
670 
8!!Jl a,m 
7H 2,m 
65\l I 

1, 086 
2,li57 
5, 937 

626 

191 
291 
66Z 
250 
359 

2,158 
101 
201) 
202 
897 

1,8S9 
200 

nr. ; lD7 195 
b:J .! l1'2 Ai~ 
/j!J 207 636 
48 771 ·109 
52 ~04 802 

965 8c9 1, 681 
39 147 365 
39 15R 2\2 
70 ~19 8~9 

186 f.l 2,o.1g 
2°'1 171 4, 6&7 

44. 222 855 

With the except.ion of nurseries, which ILl'C fow in 
numberi fruit farms show the higlrnH~ value of land all(l 
improvements per farm. They occupy but 5. •L por oent of 
the total farm area, but constitute 21. 3 per cont of the 
total value of farm property. r.rhe percentage of groBS 
income on total investment in farm property, however, is 
much lower for fruit farms than for the farms of any other 
group. This is due to the fa.et that a. largo number of 
newly planted orchards having high valuatfone, but which 
yielclecl little or no income in 1899, were clal'!sed as fru.it 
farms, thus materia.Ily reducing t;hc avera.ge gross iDoome 
per farm for the gro11p. • 

For the several classes of form!'! the average values per 
am·e oi'. the products not fed to live stoc1c are: Flowers 
and plants, $168. 84; nursory products, $69. 27 ; vegetables, 
$6.·76; fru~t, $6. 30; tobacco, $6. 05; sugar, $8. 90; ootton, 
$8.Sfl; dauy produce, $8.66; live stock, $8.lOj misoel­
laneous, $2.98; andhayaudgrain, $1.75. 

The wide variations shown in tho averages and percent­
ages of gross income are largely clue to the fn.ct that in 
computing gross income no deductions are made for e:x.­
penses .involved in operation. For:fiorista' establishments, 
nurse~·1es, and market gardens, the average oxpenditul'e f()r 
st10h items as labor an~ fortilizers represents a far larger 
percentage of the gross rncome than in the case of "ha.y and 
grain," "_live-stock," or "misoellaneoua 'i farms. If it 
~ere possible to present the average net iuoome, the varie.-. 
t1ons shown. would be comparatively slight. 

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY REPOJl/f:ED vilulll Oli" PROJ:>'!JOTS No•r 

. Jl'lllD TO LlYE s•rooK. 

Tab lee 12 and 13 present data relating to £arms cl11>ssi:il.<,id 
by the reported value of ptoducts not fed to liYe ato*. 



TA.BLll 12.-NUMBER AND AOREAGE OF FARMS, AND 
VALUE OF FARM PROPER'rY, JUNE l, 1900, CLASSIFIED 
BY REPORTED VALUE OF PHODUOTS NOT FED TO 
LIVE STOCK, WITH PERCENTAGES. 

I NUMBER OE' AORES IN VALUE OF FAJ\M 
FARMS. l'ROPERTY. 

VALUE OF l'J\0'.ll'C1'S Num- i 
NOT !'ED 'fO LIV]; berol I 
STUCK. farms. Per I Per Average. Tota1. eent. Total. cent. 

The State _____ 40,814 106.9 4, 363, 891 100.0 ~3, 929, 0641100. 0 
--- ==::--.:__:_..::::::::..: so. _________________ 

989 ' 62.5 61, 789 1.4 1, 572, 840 2. 9 
$1 to $49 ------------ 2,696 i 47.5 128, 185 3. 0 1,915,2fi0 I 3,6 
$!i0 to 899 ---------- 4,171 52.6 219, 463 5, 0 2, 544, 180 ' 4, 7 
_ $100 to SU9 --------- 12, 920 ' 71.0 917' 470 21. 0 9,071,sso I 16.8 
5'250 to Sl99 --------- 11, 616 101.2 1, 175, 290 l ~:a. 9 12, 144, 440 122.5 
$500 to S999 -------- 6,031 -- 168.2 1, 014, 1621 2.3, 3 11,707,426 21.7 
~l, ODO to $2, 499 ----- 1, 906 ' 286.7 563, 704 12. 9 8, 412, 700 16. 6 
$~,500 and over _____ 425 I 067. 9 283, 878 6. 5 6,5M,348 12.2 

I • -· 

TABr;m 13.-AVERAGE VATJUES OF SPECIFIED CLASSES 
OF FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGID GROSS INCOME 
PER FARM, WlTH PER CENT OF GROSS INOOM:E ON 
TOTAL INVES'l'MENT IN' FARM PROPERTY, CLASSI­
FIED BY REPORTED VALUE OJ!' PRODUCTS NOT IPED 
TO LIVE STOCK. 

AVERAGE VAJ,UES PER l'AR!l OF-

Fa.rm property, June 1, 1900. Per cent 
of gross 

VAJ,UE OF PRODUCTS Gross jncome 
NOT FED TO LIVE 

Lnnd I income on total 
(produora invest-

STOOK, and Im- Imple- of 1899 mentin 
prove- Build- meut• .Live not fed form 
(i,:':iZ~e% ings. 1111:1 ma-

1 

stock. to live property. 
build- chmery. stock). 
ings). 

------
The State ________ 8756 82>14 348 8274 $397 80.0 

------------- ---
SQ_--------------------- 1, lu6 3ll2 23 69 

______ ,. ___ ----------
Sl to S~9 --------------- 476 1411 17 71 27 s. 9 
$50 to S\!9 -------------- 372 180 21 8l 78 11.7 
SlOO to $249 ------·---- 892 148 26 187 175 24. 9 
S250 to $499 ------------ 6581 213 39 285 867 84,l 
8500 to S999 ------------ 1,066 346 7'1. 467 685 

I 
35.3 

St, 000 to i2, 499 ---·---- 2,665 637 183 944 1, 445 88.8 
82, 600 nnd over ________ 8,999 - 2,257 754 S,412 5, 684 86. 9 

8 

Nearly all of the 989 farms reporting no income in 1899 
were fruit farms which had been partially ab::1,11doned or 
on which the trees were too young to bear. 'I'he high 
average values of the land and buildings of these farms 
indioate that some of them were country homes or estates 
held for pleasure and not fo1· profit. For some of them it 
was impossible to secure complete reports, as changes in 
ownership or tenancy had occurred shortly prior to enu­
me1·ation, and the persons in charge ,June 1, HlOO, could • 
not give definite iuformatiou concerning the products of 
the preceding year. The same st::ttements are true con· 
cerning some of the farms which report.eel incomes of less 
than $100. To this extent the reports fall short of giving 
a complete exhibit of farm income in 1899. 

LIVE S'l'OCK. 

At the 1·equest of the various live-stock associations of 
the country, a new olassifioation of clomestio animals was 
adopted for the Twelfth Oensus. 'l'he age grouping for 
neat cattle was determined by tiheir present and prospeotive 
relations to the dairy indust1·y and to the supply of meat 
products. Horse_s a.I?d mules 'are classified by age, and 

neat cattle and sheep by age and sex. The new classifica­
tion permits a very close comparison with the figures pub­
lished in previous census reports. 

Table 14 presents a summary of live-stock statistics. 

T.A.nL1c 14.-NUMBER OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS, FOWLS, 
AND BEES ON FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, WITH •roT AL 
AND AVERAGE YATJUES, AND NUMBER OF DOMESTIC 
ANIMALS NO'!' ON FARMS. 

ON FARMS, 
NOT ON 
FAmlS. 

LIVE STOOK. Age in years. 11------.---_,.---11---
Number. Value. Average ~um-

va.lue. ber. 

Calves----------------- Under 1 .• ----- 138, 393 $586, 919 $4.24 S,386 
Steers----------------- 1 an<\ under 2. 67, 292 405, 590 6.03 798 
Steers------------------ 2 and under 3. 46, 731 404, 30-0 8.65 532 Sleers __________________ 3 and over .••• 4'1,516 556, Sl3 12.50 1, 257 
Bulls •• ----------------- l and over_ ___ 19, 342 198, 998 10.29 172 
Heifers _________________ land under2. 70, 445 458, 158 6.51 917 
Cows kept for milk ____ 2 and over .. ___ 78,8HO I, 048, 849 13.Sl 5,444 
Cows and heifers not 2 and over •.•• 285, 712 2, 684, 922 9.40 1,996 

kept for milk. 
2, 239 42, 156 : 18.83 86 Co Its------------------- Under L. _____ 

Horses----------------- 1 and under 2. 2,185 75, 232 ' 34.43 56 
Horses----------------- 2 1rnd over ____ SB,387 2, 172, 751 56.60 7,4.48 
Mule coJtg -------------

Under L ______ 102 3,812 i 32.47 4 
1fulCS---~-------------- l nnc! under 2. 377 22, 102 i 58.68 15 
Mule•---··------------ 2 nud over ____ 13, 185 l 0·19 558 ! 79.60 3, 239 
Asses arul burros------- All ages ------ 98 I 3:445 35.15 59 

Lu.mbs ----------------- Under L------ 21, 811 32,48ll l.~9 JG8 
Sheep (ewus) ---------- land over ____ 65, 881 109, 186 1.95 S50 
Sheep (rams and weth- 1 a.nd over ____ 46, 828 97, 692 2.09 31l8 

ers). 
All ages ------ 464, 277 702, 827 1.51 15, 622 Swine .• ---------------

Goats ------------------- All ages ------ 43, 705 32, 689 0.75 1,348 
Fowls:' ____________ ! 

Ch lckens' -------- 1, 107,816 

} Turkeys ____________ , _______________ ~ 82,869 394, 657 
______ .. __ 

--------Geese-------------·,---------------- 86,608 
Ducks--------------,-----·---------- 6,877 Bees (swarms of) _____ ; _______________ 89, 753 SS, 827 2.11 -------·----Value of a.JI livestock_; ________________ 

I ...................... 11, 166, 016 -------- _______ .. 

1 The number reported is of fowls over 8 months old. The value is of all, 
old and youug. 

'11:cludi11g Guinea fowls, 

'l'he total value of all live stock on farms, June 1, 1900, 
was $11,166,016. Of this amount 9.4 per cent represents 
the value of dairy cows; 47.4 per cent, that of other neat 
cattle; 20. 5 per cent, that of horses; 9. G per cent, that of 
mules; 6. 3 per cent, that of swine; 2.2 per cent, that of 
sheep; and 4.6 per cent that of all other live stock. 

No reports were secured concerning the value of live 
stook not on farms, bt1t it is probable that such animals 
have higher average values than those on farms. Allow­
ing the same averages, however, the t0tal value of all live 
stock in the state, exclusive of the poultry and bees not 
on farms, would be $12,015, 700. 

CHANGES IN LIVE STOOK ON FARMS. 

The following table shows the changes since 1850 in the 
number of the most important domestic animals. 

TABLE 15.-NUMBER OF SPECIFIED DOMESTIO ANIMALS 
ON FARMS.: 1850 TO 1900. 

Other Mules I 
1 

Dairy 
j cows. neat :S:orses. and Sheep.1 Swine. 

cattle. asses. 
\,'"EAU. 

1900 _______________ _1 ~ 672, 481 I 
1890.--------------- HS, 888 370, 176 
1880._______________ 42, 174, 425, 196 ' 
1870._______________ 61, 922 828, 993 i 
1sao________________ 92, 974 295, 086 I 
1850._______________ 12, 876 188, 209 I 

42, 811 
81, 807 
22, 636 
11, 902 
13, 446 
10, 8(8 

1 Lambs not included. 

lS, 762 
9, 755 
9,606 
8,8S5 

10. 910 
6,002 

1()2 709 
98: 275 
56, 681 
26, 599 
so111)8 
23, 811 

464 277 
874:241 
287, 061 
158,908 
271, 742 
209,468 



The number of dairy cows shown in the table for 1900 

ia 30. 6 per cent less than for 1890. It is probable, how­
ever, that this decrease is more appare.nt than real, and 
tbat many of the 285, 712 "cows and heifers, 2 and over, 
not kept for milk," were milch cows dry at the time of 
enumeration or were excluded by a. stricte1· definition of 
the term "dairy cow" than was used by previous cen­
suses. Many of them were doubtless milked for a part of 
the year, although not kept primarily for milk. The 
increase of 90.6 per cent in the production of milk sus­
tains this view. 

The number of other neat cattle given foi· 1900 includes 
138,393 calves. It is uncertain whether or not calves were 
included in previous reports. If not, they should be 
deducted from the 1900 figures before making comparisons 
with the reports of previous censuses. Even if this is 
done an increase would still be shown for the last decade, 
indicating a marked development of the live-stock indus­
try in recent years. 

The remaining classes of live stock reported in the table 
show steady increases since 1850, except for the Civil 
War period. 'l'he rates of increase since 1890 are as fol­
lows: Mules and asses, 41.1 1>er cent; horses, 34.6 per 
cent; swine, 24.1 per cent; and sheep, 4. 5 per cent. 

In comparing the poultry report for 1900 (see Table 14) 
with that for 1890, it should be borne in mind that in 
1900 the enumerators were instructed not to report fowls 
less than three months old, while in 1890 no such limita­
tion was made. This fact explains the decreases shown 
in the number of all kinds of fowls except chickens, and 
the small increase shown for those fowls. Compared 
with the figures for 1890, the present census shows de­
creases in the number of fowls as follows: 'l'urkeys, 4. 5 

per cent; ducks, 27.5 per cent; geese, 2.3 per cent. The 
number of chickem increased 20. 6 per cent. 

.A.NlM.A.l~ PRODUOTS. 

Table 16 is a summarized exhibit of the products of the 
animal industry. 

TAnr;m 16.-QUANTITIES AND VAJ.,UES OF SPEOIFIJm 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS, AND VAI,ums OF POUJ,TRY 
RAISED, ANIMALS sor~D, AND ANIMALS SJ,AUGH­
TERED ON FARMS IN 1899. 

Pl\ODUGTS. Unit of measure. Quantity. 

Woo.J _____________ c_________________ Pounds___________ 833
1 
898 

Mohair and goat hair_____________ Pounds___________ 20 
Milk------------------------------ Gal Ions___________ i 9, 640, 434 } 
llutter ----------------------------- Pouur1~----------- I, 386, 446 

rm:~============================-~~~~'.~===========----~:~=~~!~-Honey ----------· ------------------ Pounds___________ 077, MO f 
~~1~11i\18iiiiia-::.:================= -=~~~:~~::::======= -------~=:~- J Anima.ls slaughtered ----·--------- ------------------.- --------------

Tota] _________________________ -------------------------------
1 

1 Inolndes all milk prod uccd. 

Value. 

866,881 
8 

l,t68, 603 

553,524 
574, 703 

58, 500 
830, 657 

1, 257, 648 

4,810, 524 

The animal products of the state were valued at 
$4,810,524, or 26.8 per cent of the value of all farm prod­
ucts, and 29. 7 per cent of the gross farm income. Of the 
above amount, 43.4 per cent represents the value of ani­
mals solil. and of animals slaughtered on farms; 30. 6 per 
cent, that of dairy products ; 23. 6 per cent, that of poultry 
and eggs; and 2. 6 per cent, that of wool, mohair, honey, 
and wax. 

D.A.lRY PRODUCTS. 

The quantity of milk produced increased 90. 0 per cent 
in the last decade; that of butter, 511. 9 per cent; and that 
of cheese, 11G.7 per cent. 

Of the $1,468,603, gi"ven in 'l'able 16, as the value of 
all dairy products in 1899, $1,121,787, or 713.4 per cent, 
represents the value of such 1iroducts consumed on the 
farms of the producers, and $346,818, or 23.(3 per cent, 
the amount realized from sales. Of the latter sum, 
$2u2,ti70 was derived from the sale of l,003,lll8 gallons 
of milk; $1,497, from 1,427 gallons of m·eam; $82,390, 

from 339,508 pounds of butter; and $259 from 2,912 

pom1ds of cheese. 

POUJJfRY AND BGGB. 

Of the total valae of the pro<lncts of the 1ioultry busi­
ness in 1899, 50. 9 per cent represents the value of fowls 
raised, and 49.1 per cent, that of eggs produced. The 
number of dozens of eggs reported in 1900 was 51.1 per 
cent greater than that reported in ·1390, 

WOOL. 

With the exception of the ten years from 1860 to 1870, 
the production of wool has increased with each decade for 
half a century. '!'he gain for the last decade was 50.4 per 
cent. The Tenth Oensus, which was the first to report 
the number of fl.eeceti shorn, showed 56,681, having a total 

' weight of 182, 810 pounds. In 1899 the number of fl.eeces 
shorn was 109,821, and the aggregate weight, 333,898 

pounds. The average weight of fleeces was practically the 
same in 1879 and 1899, being approximately 3 pounds. 
Wool was repo1·ted in all counties except Brevard, Dade, 
and Leo. 

HONEY ANll WAX. 

The quantity of honey reported in 1900 exceeded that 
reported in 1890 by 114,554 pounds, or 20.3 per cent. 
'fhe amount of wax produced increased 19. 2 per cent. 

HORSES AND D.AIRY OOWS ON SPIWII~IED CJ,ASSES OF J!'.ARM"S, 

Table 17 presents, for the ]eading groups of farms, the 
number of farms reporting horses and dairy cows, thetotal 
number for each group, and the average number per farm. 
In computing the averages p1·esented, only those far.ml! 
which report the kind of stock under consideration are 
included. 
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T.aLlll Fl".-HORSES AND DAIRY COWS ON SPECIFIED 
CLASSES OF FARMS, JUNE 1, 1000. 

aJ.ASSF.S. 

B:CRl\J!.'I. jl DAIRY COWS, 

Fnrtns N'u -1Aver.igell l'nr:ns Nurr.- A.verag"e 
report- m per report- b • per 

ing. her. farn:.. iug. er. form. 

--------1 -------·----~------

TotnL __________ 2G,!l'l2 4z,s1: 1.0 I ~l,JO·k n .. ~~o: B.7 

Whitofn1•mers ________ l~.r.so --32,-;~ 1.7 I 16,987--''fi-;:m' 4.2 
Colored formers------ 1; ·l~6 9, 953 1. 8 5, 117 11, 799 2. 3 

---------- ·----· -------
Owners 1 ___ ..,. ___ .. ______ 21, l){).1 3·J, 83:! 1. 7 16,91H 64, 555 8.8 

Managers .. ----------- 880 ~:.!·~ l,g i 268 l,912 7.S 
CMh tmmnts --------- ~. 136 b,30-0 1. s 3,015 8, 102 2.7 
Shn.re tenants -------- 1, 452 1,M~ 1. 3 862 4, 261 4. 9 

.------ --- -------
l'nder 20 1tc.re,s ____ ---- ·2, 9i\6 3,809 J.3 I 2, 114 8, 251 3. 9 
20 to 99 iwres -------- 14, 101 rn, 929 1.41 10, 207 31, J4fi 3.1 
100 to 174 acre~------- 6, 9f>7 9, 985 1. 7 4, 965 16,127 3.0 
17f> to 259 acres ------- l, 767 atri86 2.0 ' 1, 631 7, 995 4. 9 
!280 acre.s o.nd over ____ 2, 191 5,112 2.5, 2,180 16,312 1.5 

--- --------- -----------
Hay a.nd graln ------- 8D9 l, 192 l.31 397 1,132 2.9 
VegetAblo ----------- 8,01? ' 1,590 l.G 1, 765 ' 4,349 2. 5 
1rr-.1it ----------------- l, -11 s I 2,217 :. 6 780 I 2, 381 3.1 
Lin stook ____________ 4, 002 7, 643 1. ~ 8, 01s I 14, 102 4,8 Dairy ________________ 1,377 2,373 1.? ' 1, 8f>:l 15, 910 8. 6 
Tobncco ____________ 1U 267 2 ., 10i> BD5 2. 9 
Cotton--------------- fi, 25L 7, 413 1. <] 3,067 9,515 '2.7 
RI ce _ ----------------- 47 6·l 1.~ 18 58 3.2 

Sugar--------------- 41 71 1. 7 ~7 95 8.5 
Florl!t ______________ 5 6 l.~ 4 9 2.2 
Nursery -------------- iq 17 1.4 11 82 I 2.9 

10, 184 Miscellaneous ________ 16, 868 1.6 9, 5[;!l SO, C85 ! 3.2 

1 Inoludlng "pa.rt owners" n.nd "o\vners rm<l tennnt.s." 

CROPS. 

The following table gives statistics concerning the princi­
pal cropa grown m 1B99. 

TAnLK ts.-AoREAGEs. QUANTITms, AND VALUES OF 
'£HE PRINCIPAL FAlUI OROPS IN 1809. 

CllOPS. Acre<>. ;.rnlt of 
measure. Quar.tity. I 

Com---------------·--------- 569, 567 Bushel•--- 5, 31!, 050 
Wheat---------------------- sa : Rnsltels__ soo Oats _________________________ 

1 
31, 467 Bushels___ 2117,.130 

Bl\rleY-----------------.. ---- 2.7 Buahe1s___ i'i:m Rye------------------------1 764 Bu!he\s___ 1, 840 Buckwheat________________ 2 Bushels __ .. :10 
Rice________________________ 5, 410 Pound•---: 2, 264, 492 
Grass sea1---------------'---------... JlusheJs ___ . 37 
Ha.y and forage----------- 21, 1194 'fons------ 37, 187 
Cotton (upland)------- 9U,O.l!I Hn.le• 1 --- ~0,2S3 
Cotton (eea. ls lo.nil.)---------- 122, 7~:1 Ba.les 1 ---- 81, 573 
Cottonaeerl ( ll ple.nd) --------- -- --------.. - Tons.----- 14, ~02 
Cottonaee1\ (s~e. l•l11nd) _____ ------------ Ton•------ 12,211 
:Broom cor:1 ----------------- 34 Pounds___ 3, 390 
Tobaaco--------------------' 2, OM round•--- 1, 126, 600 
Dry be11n~ -------------------1

1 

9, 189 llusbels___ 176, 30·1 
Dry pe1ise ------------------ 17, 875 Bushele___ J59, SM 
Pel\nnt~ --------------------- 69, 4W Bushels___ 967, 927 
Potatoes--------------------- 8, 7fi.! Bushels___ 232, 212 
Sweet potatoes-------------• 22, 7~.1 I Bu~hela___ 2,W9, 784 
Onions ---------------------- l»J B"-Shcls___ 18, 71lS 

8::.:~y: ;!loci:::::::::::::::: --------~~~ _ 1. :::::::::::: :::::::=:::: 
:msco h\ne01ut vegctr.bles ·-- 25, 8•18 ------------ --------------S1tgl\r cnne __ .. .,______________ 12, 800 Tm1B------ • l, 157 
S11g1u c1111e kupt !or aeetl ---- ------------ 'l'o11s._____ 55, 200 S11gl\t _______________________ ---------- 1'011 mls ___ 284, 300 
Slrur- ·---- ------------------ ------------· llallons___ i, 687, 452 

. Smn I fruits__________________ li 343 I Qua1·i.s____ 1, 770, 980 
Grapes_______________________ ~3ii '. Cent!\ls___ 16,8,J7 
Orcllard fruits_______________ •2,0:1s I Bushels.... 2'.!8,458 
1'ropical ~rulra -------------- a 39, 014 I------------ -------------
~g~stlirociuot~-::::::::::::: ::::::::=:: :::::::::::: ::::::::::::: 
Flowe" n1~cl pla.nt.s --------- 45 ------------ ----------
i!eeds-------- -- ------ ------- 2~ ----------- --------------
N!!raery JlrOd tlCta ----------- 663 ------------ -------------·I 
Mtscellnneous _______________ ------------ --c--------- -----------·' 

Value. 

112, 669, 609 
601 

143,028 
1l18 

5,61{ 
so 

87, 332 
37 

435, 297 
926, 558 

1, 665, 288 
15S,S€0 
119, 77'1 

JN 
254, 211 
139, S49 
171, 702 
699, 713 
187!274 
898; 282 
18, 827 
22.562 
t7Z9 

t, 911:684 
5,194 

193, 200 
12,741 

512,038 
J 89,867 
• 56,420 

& 192,898 
9i5,607 

8, 453 
648,<ll2 

' '1,417 
8,622 

122, 140 
24, 470. 

Total.---------------- l,059,~5lS. === ---·--------"Jl.3;49;,580 
t Commet<1la.l bales, 
•Sold as oaue .. 
• E&t!mated from the numb·er of vlneR or trees. 
•Ino!udlng vnlnc of wltte, 1&iliins, etc, 
•rocJudlng v11lue Of older, vinegar; etc. 

Of the total value of crops, vegetables, induding J>ota­
toee, sweet p:ot11.toes, and onions; ·contributed 22.s .p:er 

cent; cereala, 21.5 per cent; cotton, 21.5 per cent; fruits 
and nuts, 10.3 per cent; peanuts, 5.2 per cent; forest 
products, 4.8 per cent; suga1· cane and its products, 5.4 

per cent; hay and forage, 3. 2 per cent; tobacco, l. IJ per 
cent; and :i.ll other products, 3. 9 per cent. 

The average gross values per acre of the various crops 
a1·e as follows: 'l'obacco, $123.64; vegetables, ~57.89; 

sugar cane and its products, $56. 50; fruits and nuts, 
$32.45; hay and forage, $19.79; cotton, $13.05; p1~auuts, 
$10.07; cereals, $4.79. 

Vl<JGJCTAELES. 

The value of all vegetables grown in the state in 1899, 
iuoluding potatoes, sweet potatoes, and onions, was 
$3,016,067, which amount constitutes 16.5 per cent of 
the total value of farm products. Of the total value of 
vegetables, 29.8 per cent represents the value of sweet 
potatoes, and 6. 2 per cent that of Irish potatoes. The 
largest quantities of sweet potatoes were rn.ised in Alachua., 
:Marion, and Leon counties, which reported 24. 9 per cent 
of the total acreage. Since 1889 a gain of 17.2 per cent 
is shown in the production of sweet potatoes, and of 213.4 

per cent in the 13roduction of Irish pot.'1toee.. 
Aside from the land devoted to potatoes, sweet potatoes, 

and onions, 25,848 acres were used in the growing of 
miscellaneous vegetables. The products of 4,938 acres of 
this area were not reported in detail. Of the remaining 
area, 8, 728 acres were devoted to watermelons; 4,401, to 
tomatoes; 2,487, to beans; 2,087, to muskmelons; 1,103, 
to cucumbers; 081, to cabbage; 548, to lettuce; and 680, 
to other vegetables. 

OERE.A.LS. 

The following table is an exhibit of the changes in 
cereal production since 1849. 

TABLE 19.-AOREAGE AND PRODUOTION OF CEREALS: 
1849 TO 1899. 

Yl!A.R.1 

1899 ________ 
1889. ________ 
1879 _______ 

1899--------1839_ ______ 
1879 ________ 
1869 _________ 
1859 ________ 
1849 _________ 

P.A.RT 1.-ACRE.AGE. 

Barley. Corn. Ontl!. 
Rice. 1~:-~ 

27 ii69,lili7 81,467 5,410 i 7641 8 
9 878, 906 42,003 1, 787 ! B5S 32 

21 860,294 4.7,902 2,551 \ 6(}1 81 
I 

i No statistics of acreage were secured prior to 1879, 

PA.RT 2.-BUSHELS PRODUCED.I 

r 
~,Mil\ aw 5, Sll,05<l 297,4SO 2,2M,4•n I !IOO 

128 a, 101, 264 891, S2L i,011, 805 lS,889 i 290 
210 S,114,284 468, 112 1, 294, 677 2, 965 ; 422 

12 2,22fl,Oii6 1H,2Q.l 401,687 : M5 ·---------
8,S69 2,8S4,R91 46,S99 223, 704 ' 211 306 I 2,808 

1,996,809 i ~6,586 1,075, 000 i ' 1,1521 1,027 
i 

In 1890 the total area devoted to cereals, including rice, 
was 607,322 acres; in 1889 it was 423,590 acres; and in 
187:9, 411,510 acres. The gain in twenty years an::.ounts 
to 47 .6 per cent, of which 30. 3 per cent took place in the 
last decade. 

The principal cereal grown is corn, and .each decade· 
11h:ows an increased acreage, th.e gain for the la.st dee.a.de 

. amoQ.nting to 50.8 per cent. In 1900 the extreme northern 
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counties-Columbia, Hamilton, Madison, Je:fferson, Leon, 
Gadsden, andJaokson-repo1'ted 51. 3per cent of the acreage 
and 51. 9 per cent of the product of that crop for the state. 

Of the tota.l acreage in oats, 56.0 per cent was reported 
by Madison, Marion, Loon, Columbia, Alachua, andJ ackson 
counties, each having over 2,000 acres and ranking in the 
order named. A decrease of 25. l per cent is shown for 
the state. 

All cou ntfos except Da<le and :Monroe reported rice in 
1899. The largest acreage W.'.l,S in Hillsboro county, which 
re1Jortec1 fif.12 acres with a yield of 455,54:3 poundA. Marion 
county reported the next la1·gest area, 402 acres, with a 
yield of 1138,298 pounc:IE. 

In addition to the cereals shown in 'l'n.ble 19, 2 acres of 
buckwheat, with a product of 30 bushels, were reported. 

COTTON. 

Table 20 is an exhibit of the changes in cotton produc­
tion since 184 9. 

'rABLlll :.:!0.-ACREAGE AND PRODUCTION OF COTTON: 
1849 TO 1899. 

ACREAGE, PllODUO'l'lON. 

YEAR,1 Per cen~ Com-
Total. of merclo.I Pounds. 

Per cent 
of 

lncren!ie. decrease. 

1899___________________ 221. 829 2. 4 
1869................... 227~370 7. 4 I 

m~================= ----=~~:-~~:- ::::::::::: 1859 __________________ ------------ --------' 
1849 ___________________ ------------ ---------' 

I 

bn.le.~. 

61,856 
57' 928 
64, 997 
S9, 78~ 
65, 153 
45, lSl 

lNo statistics of acreage were secured prior to 1880. 
2 Decrense. 

2a, 996, 884 s 2. a 
27,631,6,\6 10.9 
24, 918, 64 l .J<l, 3 
17, 168, 116 '40. 4 
2s, ~sa, oi;r, eo. a 
18, ow, 400 1----------

'l'he total area devoted to the cultivation of ootton in 
1899 was 221,829 acres. 'l'he total production was 61,856 
cornmel'cia.l bales, or 26, 996, 884 pounds, a11 average of 
0.27!l bale or 121.7 pounds per acre. In 1889 the total 
area was 227,370 acres, a.nd the total product was 57,928 
commercial bales, or 27, 631, 656 pounds, an average of 
0.255 bale or 121.5 pounds per acre. There were de­
creases of 2.4 per cent and 2. 3 per cent, respectively, in 
the last decade in acreage and production. Fort.be decade 
from 1880 to 1890, there was an increase of 10.9 pe1· cent 
in.production, although the acreage dem·eased 7 .4 per cent. 

Of the total acreage in 1899, 99,036 acres, or 44.6 pm· 
cent, wore devoted to the cultivation of upland cotton, 
while 122, 793 acres, or 55.4 per cent, were used for sea­
islttnd cotton. Of the total product, upland cotton com­
prised 30,263 bales, or 14,940,617 pounds, and sea-island 
,cotton, 31,573 bales 01· 12,056,267 pounds. 

No cott.on whatever was l'eported by any county lying 
~holly south of the twenty~eighth parallel, and only 65 

·bales were grown in counties lying south of the twenty-
· ninth parallel. The eight counties of .:faokson, Jefferson, 
Leon, Madison, Columbia, Alachua, Suwanee, and Hamil­

; ton reported 82. 9 per cent of the total acreage and 82. 6 

•_·_per cent of the total number of bales produced in the state. 
>:'.:~he largest area in potton for any single oounty-29,508 

acres-was reported by .Jackson county. In 1889 this 
county reported 25,272 acres. In 1889 Jefferson county 
had the largest area, 30, 356 acres, while in 1899 the aren. 
grown was 27, 7131 acres, a loss for tlie decade of 8. 5 per 
cent. 

'l'he total valne of the cotton produced representB l 'Ul 

per cent of the gross farm income. Of the total 11umbe1· 
of acres of' improved land in tbe state, 14. 7 per cent wer<> 
used in the caltivatiou of cotton. 

SUGAR CA.NE AN.D ITS PRODUCTS. 

Taule 21 presents a comparative exhibit of the acreage 
of cane and the production of sugar and sirup, I 8·bl) to 
180!l. 

T.A..m,E 21.-AOREAGE OF OANE, AND PRODUCTION OF 
SUGAR AND SIR UP: 18·19 TO 18V9. 

YEAR.1 .Acreage 
ln ca.r.e. 

SUGAR. 11 ____ s.,..m_UP_. __ 

,, d A vera!{e p d A vera.ge 
era uc- yield perl ro uo- yield per 
tlon in a.ore m t1on in acre in 
pounds, poundH. gallons, gallons. 

----1--- ---------
1899 -------------------- 12, 8:l0 264, 800 22. 2 1, 687, 452 181. B 
188q --------------------- 9, S45 1, 692, 015 181. 1 1,~41, 7<11 154. 8 
1879 ---------------------- 7, 938 1, 5~7. 600 102. 4 1, 02~. ~,68 129. 7 
1869 --·------------------ ---------- 1, H2, ~00 ----------· Si4, 389 ---·------
1859 ------------------ --------- 2, 002,l<O~ ----------1 436,357 ---------
_184_9_._-_-_--_-_--_--_--_-_--_-_--_·---~----------------~-8, 8.00, 000 =-----1 ~----------- --------

l No stntistics of "creage were secured prior to 1879. 

In oompj!.ring the sugar statistics of 1900 wiU. those of 
previous censuses it should b<i considered that about GO.O 
per cent of the crop of 1899 was destroyed by frost. Th(1 
area devoted to sugar cane increased from 9,845 acres in 
1889 to 12,800 acres in 1899, a gain for the deciide of 37.(1 
per cent. Accepting the estimate of a 60. 0 per cent losR 
as approximately correct, a normal ye:i.r would· have given 
to Florida a total of 710, 7 50 pounds of sugar and 4,218,630 
gallons of sirup as :~ product for the acreage reported. 

Each decade shows an increase in the quantity of sirup 
manufactured, while the prodnction of sugar is rapidly 
declining, indicn.ting that the plan tel'S find sirup the niorl' 
profitable product. 'I'he manufacture of sugar nud sirup 
in Florida is carried on entirely by the "open-kettle" 
process. The sirup produced by this method is of superior 
quality and commands a good price, while the sugar is of 
the brown variety and is rated low commercially. 

The largest production of sugar, 25, 300 pounds, was 
report,ed by Duval county, and the Ja11gcst quantity of 
simp, 16Cl,956 gallons, was made in Gadsden eounty. 
'rhe latter county also leads ii~· total value of product, the 
value reported in HJOO ·heing $43,2134. Alachua county 
ranks second with a production of 112, 945 gallons of sfrµp, 
valued at $36,066. The total value of the sugar and sfrup 
produced in the state represents S. 2 per cent of the_ grosa. 
farm income. 

SE:MITROPIO.A.L FRUITS. 

The chan:gel!I in production of semitrophialfr.11.it,s .sin:Qc~ 
1889 are shown i,n the followh:\g:,tllo-b~e: 
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TAl!LE 22.-SEMITROPICAL TREES AND FRUITS: 1890 
AND 1900. 

NUMBF:R 01' TREES. QUANTITIES 01' ~·RUJT. 

FJ1U!T. 

1900. 1890. 

&;,~-Vas·:::::=::=::::: lo~; ri~~ ~; J~: 
Kak! ------------------ 3, 271 38, 729 Lemons_______________ 22, en 85, 052 
Limes._______________ 41, 741 17,089 
Oranges ---------- ___ 2, 552, 542 ~. 725, Zi2 
Pl>ieaf.ple3 ------·-·--- '14,578,597 •21,605,000 
Pf.me oes----------·--- 117, BB6 s, 135 
0 i ves ----------------- 8, 186 
Mlscellaneous-----·--- 31, 781 

'No product reported in 1890. 
~ Plnuts. 
•Barrels. 

Unit of 1 

mea,sure. 

Pounds.--Pounds __ _ 
Pounds __ _ 
Boxes----Boxes ___ _ 
Boxes---­
Number •• 
Boxes----
Pounds __ _ 
Pounds __ _ 

1899. 1889. 

66, 680 f ,1} 
1,645, 795 ) 

75, 110 l) 
2, 359 252, 9~8 

22,714 45,294 
27:!, 295 3, HA, 740 

2, 863, HO 10, 41\2. 490 
12, 306 '10, oso 2fl0 _._ ________ _ 

112, U70 -·-------·-

The value of semitropioal fruits grown in Florida in 
1889 was $5,930, 787. For 1890 the corresponding value 
was $945,607, a loss in ten years of 84.1 per cent. The 
cold wa-ve of the winter of 189,1-95, and the severe frost 
in February of 1899, resulted in the clestrnction of about 
three-quarters of the orange trees of the state. The orange 
groves of Columbia, B1·adford, and St. John counties were 
almost entirely destroyed, and the counties of Alachua, 
Marion, Putnam, and Sumter lost about nine-tenths of 
their trees. In this region, Lake was the only county that 
escaped with as small a loss as 40.0 per cent of its groves. 
.Although much farther south, the losses in Polk county 
amounted to about 70.0 per cent, and the gulf counties, 
Levy, Citrus, Hernando, and Pasco, lost about 90.0 per 
cent of their trees. Baker, Dade, Lafayette, Lee, Manatee, 
and Mom·oe counties each show a slight increase since 1889 
in tbe number of orange trees. 

In L889 the four counties of De Soto, Hillsboro, Lee, 
and Manatee comprised but 6. 3 per cent of the orange­
growing area of the state, and their production was com­
mercially insignificant. In 1809 these four counties con­
tained 20. 9 per cent of all the orange trees, and produced 
245,454 boxes of oranges or 89.8 per cent of the total 
production for the state. 

The pineapple industry still centers in Brevard and Dado 
counties as it did in the preceding census year, 81.1 per 
cent of the entire number of plants grown in the state in 
1899 being reported by tbese two counties. Since ] BOO 

there has been an increase in the number of plants amount­
ing t.o 55. 3 per cent in Brevard county, and to 61. 4 per 
cent m Dade county. A decrease is shown in the total 
number of plants, however, owing to the exaggerated 
number reported from Mo'!lroe county in 1890. 

Olive trees are grown in Florida for ornamental or 
ox.perimental purposes only. The 250 pounds of olives 
shown in the tables were reported hy two farmers in 
Osceola county. In addition to the trees shown in Table 
22; unclassified semitropical fruit ~rees to the nm~ber of 
84,731 were reported, with a yield of 112,670 pounds o:f 
fruit. 

OROH.A.RD FRUITS. 

The following table shows the changes in orchard fruits 
since 1890. 

TABLE 28.-0ROHARD TREES AND FRUITS : 1891 AND 1900. 

:FRU:TB. 

~~!l~f E=:::::::::::::::::::: Penchcs ________________________ _ 

I'eal'IJ ------------- ·-------------
Plums and pruues --------------

NUMBER OF TREE'!, 

1900. 

8,219 
524 

l,{95 
354, 208 
208, 145 
107,720 

1890. 

" 7,025 
1·ii~ 

2S5, 936 
49,295 
86,688 

I t . n7nELS OF FRUil'. 

,. 
. / 1899. 1889. 

1,866 2,610 
68 15 

112 12 
92, 113 :, 230, 290 
83,5841 84,ZO/i 
47. 840 13,SW 

Among temperate orchard fruits some interesting 
changes are to be noted. The entire number of trees has 
a little more than doubled within the past ten yea.rs, 
rising from about one-ninth of the number of orange trees 
in 1890 to more than one-fourth in 1900. 

In this c:lass peach trees are far the most important. 
They constituted about 71.0 per cent of all orchard trees in 
1890, but only 50.2 per cent in 1900. This change is the 
result of the greater relative increases in other fruits, 
especially in pear and plum trees, which. increasea from 
49,295 and 36,688, respectively, in 18\:lO, to 208,145 anr1 
107,720 in 1900, tlrns coming into tbe same general grade 
of importance with peach trees. Apples, cherries, and 
apricots are of minor impol'tance. Increases were l'e­
ported in the number of trees of all kinds, except apricots, 
as follows: Apples, 17. 0 per cent; cherries, 348. 9 per 
cent; peaches; 50.1 per cent; pea.rs, 322. 2 per cent; plums 
and prunes, 193.6 per cent. The rate of decrease in the 
number of apricot trees is 63.8 per cent. 

rrhe counties that report more than 10,000 peach trees 
each are .Alachua, Olay, Duval, Escambia, Gadsden, Hills­
boro, Jackson, Lake, Marion, Polk, Putnam, Santa Hosa, 
Taylor, and Walton, in the northern and central parts of 
the state. The large increases in the number of pear and 
plum trees indicate that farmers are realizing that the soi1 
and climate of Florida are well adapted to the culture of 
these fruits. The largest number of pear trees, 16. 3 per 
cent of the total number, was reported by Leon county. 
Marion county reported 13.5 per cent of all the plum and 
prune trees. Gadsden, Jackson, and Santa Rosa counties 
reported almost one-half of all the apple trees. In addi­
tion to the trees shown in Table 23, unclassified fruit trees 
to the number of 8, 769 were repo1·tea, with a yield_ of 
2, 87 0 bushels of fruit. 

The value of oi·ehard products, given in Table 18, includes 
the value of 708 barrels of cider, 298 bar1·els of vinegar, 
and 4, 870 pounds of dried and evaporated fruits. 

SM.A.LL FRUITS, 

The total area used in the cultivation of small fruits in 
1899 was 1,843 acres, distributed among 1,669 farms. 'fhe 
value of the fruits grown was $189,867, an average of 
$113. 76 per fa.rm reporting. 

Of the total area in small fruits all but 30 acres were de­
voted to strawberries, the yield being 1, 731, 730 quarts. 
Bradfo1·d county, near the northern border of the state, and 
Hillsboro, Polk, and Pasco. counties, in the east central 
portion, contained 7 4. 8 per cent of the total ·acreage de­
voted to this fruit, and reported 7 5; 6 per cent of th1:1 total· 



product. 0£ the remaining 30 acres, 5 were used for i·asp­
herries, and 25 for other small fruits. 

TOBACCO. 
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'l'obacco was grown for the market jn Florida as early 
as 1840, and in the decade from 1850 to 1860 its culture 
became an important industry in certain sections of the 
state. The Floria a'' speckled-leaf>" difteringirom the Con-1 
nectiout "seed-leaf" or "broad-leaf" cbiefty in ·its spotted 
appearance, was the principal variety grown. After 1860 . 
the industry declined rapidly, and, fargely on account of 
the competition of Sumatra tobacco al2d the diffic.mlty in 
controlling labor, was soon practically abandoned. 

SiJ1ce 1885 the introduction of Cuban and Sumatran 
seed and careful experimentation have revived the industry. 
In 1889, 1,190 acres were devoted to the crop and 470,443 

pounds of tobacco were gathered. In 1899, 998 farmers 
devoted 2,056 acres to tobacco and gathered a crop of 
1, 125,600 pounds. The acreage increased 72. 8 per cent 
in the decade and the production more than doubled. 
Gadsden ~s the leading county in tobacco culture, having 
l'eported lll 1900, 84. 5 per cent of the total acreage and 
90. B per cent of the total product. 

PEANUTS. 

In 1899, 967,927 bushels of peanuts, valued at $699, 713, 

were grown on 69,452 acres of land. In 1889, 359,555 

bushels were obtained from 26,166 acres, the average yield 
per acre in both years being approximately 14 bushels. 
~ackson.county had the largest acreage in both years, hav­
ing reported in 1889, 3, 224 acres and a yield of 29, 050 

bushels, and in 1899, 12,003 acres and a yield of 130,619 

bushels. Suwanee county ranked second in 1899 in both 
acreage and production, having reported 5, 779 acres and 
90, 519 bushels. Ten yeats before Alachua county ranked 
second and Suwanee county, six.th. In the present census 
Alachua. county ranks thh-d in acreage. 

Fl,OllICt'LTURE. 

The total value of plants and flowers grown by the 
operators of the 44 farms from whom rep.orts on this in­
dustry were received was $41,417. Only 15 of the 44 
were comme1·cial iiorists, the others having raised Bowers 
or pla~ts incidentally in connection with their farming 
operations. In 1899 the income derived by these 15 

establishments from the sale of flowers and plants was 
$27,809, and that from other products was $8,429: 'fhe 
total capital invested by them in land was $38,350 · in 
buildings, $13,450; in implements, $2, 790; and in live 
stock, S!7'72. 

Of the total area. of '74,960 square feet of Jana under 
g1ass, reported by the operators of 31 farms, 59,962 square 
feet, equivalent to 79, 950 square feet of glass surface, were I 
used by the 15 commercial florists. 

NURSEitlES. 

·. The 30 nurseries in the state yielded, in 1899, a gross 
1~come of $136,726, of which $118,622 was derived from 
ti;l~ sale of trees, shrubs, and vines, and $18, 104 from other 

products. The acreage reported by nurserymen was 21307, 

making the average income per acre $59.27. 

LABOR .AND FERTILIZERS. 

The total expenditure for labor on farms in 18 99, in­
cluding the value of board furnished, was $1,468,290, an 
average of $36 per farm. The average was highest on the 
most intensively cultivated farms, being $\l22 for nurseries, 
$601 for florists' establishments, $441 for tobacco farms, 
$108 for fruit farms, $81 for sugar plantations, $58 fo1· 
market gardens, $27 for rice farms, iind $24 for cotton 
farina. :Managers expended, on an average, $290; owners, 
$33; cash tenants, $16; and share tenants, $15. White 
farmers expended $49 per farm, and colored farmel's, $10. 

Fertilizers purchased in 1899 cost $7531120, an average 
of $18 per farm, and a decrease since 18\>0 of 12.2 per 
cent. Tb.e average expenditure was greatest fol' nurseries, 
and least for hay and grain farms. For: nul'series the 
average was $280; for tobacco farms, $123; for ifo1·ists' 
e11tabli.sb.ments, tns; for fruit farms, $68; for market 
gardens, $45; and for cotton plantations, $12. 

. IRRIGATION STATISTICS. 

· Irrigation occupies a position 0£ ,growing importance in 
the agricultural economy of Florida. It is a compara· 
tively recent innovation, having been first resorted to in 
1888 by the orange growers. The results were appar­
ently so satisfactory that the number of irrigators has 
increased from year to year. 

Until the disastrous "freeze" of 18[}4-1}15, irl'igation 
was confined almost entirely to orange groves, but with tho 
destruction of thousands of orange trees, many of the irri­
gation systems were thrown out of use, and the attention. 
of irrigators was turned to the industry of truck farming. 
In this industry the need of irrigation was quickly felt, as 
the products of truck farms are of large commercial value, 
and even a partial loss of crops is very costly. The c.ulti­
vation of fruits and vegetables has proved most profitable, 
and the development of these branches of agriculture bas 
been very rapid; giving a great impetus to the use of irri­
gation. At the present time by far the greater number of 
irrigation plants in the state are used by' truck farmers and 
growers of small fruits. 

Althougb. it has a heavy mean annual rainfall, Florida 
is subject to severe droughts, especially during the growing 
period between February and June. In the sections where 
irrigation is reported, the soil is naturally nonretentive of 
moisture, and, owing to the great heat, evaporation is ex· 
cessive. · 

The state appears to be underlaid by artesian waters at 
depths varying from 2.5 to 500 feet below the surface. 
Where these waters have been tapped the supply is found 
to be ample, many of the wells flowing with considerable 
pressure and great volume. In most cases no cost of 
pumping is entailed in inigation, and the expense of main· 
taining the plant is very slight. The usua.t cost of 1:>n:~, 

w~ll, including drilling, casing, cement pipes, and ever;-y• 
thmg requ~red to complet~ a plant capable of frrigating.1'0 
acres, is about $'500. ' · 



The system employed on the leading farms is as follows : 
Continuous underground cement pipes are laid from. the 
wells to hydrants, plugs, or standpipes, from which the 
water is distributed in small furrows between rows. 
These pipes are made and laid at the same time by a 
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"machine, in trenches previously prepared, and extend 
without break to any desired part of the field. The pipe 
itself is composed of two parts sand and one pa1·t cement, 
with a usual inside measurement of 3 inches, and an out­
side measurement of B inches, and costs about 10 cents per 
foot. In a few sections the water is pumped by windmills 
into tanks, whence it is distributed over the land through 
iron pipes or wooden troughs. Gasoline engines and 
rotary pumps are sometimes used instead of windmills. 
A well, with its equipment of gasoline engine, rotary 
pump, and hon pipe sufficient to irrigate 3 acres, costs 
about $500. Using gasoli·ne, at 141 cents per gallon, as a 
fuel, such a plant will deliver 2,000 gallons per hour, at 
an average cost of 4 cents per hour. 

'l'he most extensivs irrigation systems in the state are 
located in Gadsden county, and belong to two com­
panie8 engaged in the cllltivation of ·Sumatra tobacco. 
The cost of constructing these plants, which irrigate 250 

acres of tobacco, was $36,250. In 1899 the value of the 
tobacco grown was $91,000. 'l'he water for these plants 
is pumped by steam from several small creeks into reser­
voirs, from which it is distributed through ditches by 
gravity. One of the companies has perfected an elaborate 
plan of distribution through troughs and overhead sprays, 
the water being sllpplied in a manner verv similar to that 
of natural 1·ainfall. . · 

Among the humid states where irrigation was practiced 
in 1899, in growing general crops, Florida ranked :first in 
the area irrigated, in cost of plants, and in value of irri­
gated crops. In that year there were 180 irrigated farms, 
166 of which reported irrigated products. On 14 farms 53 

acres of nonbearing orange trees and pineapples were irri­
gated. Forty-three irrigation systems, representing an ag­
gregate cost of $78, 525, and covering 7 51 acres, were not 
operated in 1899. The value of the products of the 1,485 

acres irrigated was $302, 870, or an avnrage of $203. 95 per 
acre. The total cost of the pumping systems, ditches, and 
wells was $232,388, or an average of $101.52 per acre.· 
'I'he following table presents statistics of irrigation for a 
number of the leading counties in the state. 

IRRIGATIO~ STATISTICS. 

IRRIGATED PRODUOTS. 
Num- Num-

COUNTIES. berof ber of Cost of 
fa.rme ir- acres ir- systems. .Average 
riga.ted. rlgated. Acres. Value. value 

per acre. 
------ --------

The State -------·- lSO 1,538 $232, S88 1,485 $802,870 $204 
= ------ ------

Alnchua. ----------------- 8 84 7,850 84 10, 876 820 llrevnrd __________________ 
22 111 17, 800 103 6, 780 65 Da.de _____________________ 7 57 13, 200 57 652 11 

De Soto------------------ 8 62 7, 060 62 6, 888 308 
Gadsden----------------- 8 252 36, 600 252 91, 176 862 
Hillsboro --------------- 15 80 8, 775 75 14, 999 200 Lake _________________ 

4 21 lO, 250 21 640 so 
Lee ---------------------- 6 82 10, 300 76 10, 373 1S6 
)!nn11tee ----------------- 57 666 42, 978 641 107, 602 168 Ora.nge ___________________ 18 56 54, 315 58 15, 611 295 
Polk --------------------- 5 42 5, f,5() 42 4,850 115 
All other counties ------- 27 75 17, 615 69 82, 978 478 


